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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections of the claimed invention is respectfully 
requested in view of the amendments, remarks and enclosures herewith, which place the 
application in condition for allowance. 

I. STATUS OF CLAIMS AND FORMAL MATTERS 

Claims 12-14 are pending in this application. New claims 19-24 have been added (claims 
20-24 correspond to previously presented claims 3-7). The applicants thank the Examiner for 
discussing the possibility of examination of new claims 19-24. No new matter has been added 
by this amendment. 

It is submitted that the claims, herewith and as originally presented, are patentably 
distinct over the prior art cited in the Office Action, and that these claims were in full compliance 
with the requirements of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12. The amendments of the claims, as presented herein, 
are not made for purposes of patentability within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. §§§§ 101, 102, 103 
or 1 12. Rather, these amendments and additions are made simply for clarification and to round 
out the scope of protection to which Applicants are entitled. 

II. THE 35 U.S.C. 112, 2 nd PARAGRAPH REJECTION HAS BEEN OVERCOME 

Claim 13 was rejected as allegedly indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicants regards as the invention. The applicants 
request reconsideration of this rejection for the following reasons. 

The term "self adhesive label" and phrase "plastic, metal or paper" are descriptors for the 
scope of the web material. In this sense, that there can be some overlap between the descriptors 
is of no moment as long as the overall scope is understood by one of ordinary skill in the art 
(analogous to the idea that a Markush group may encompass a genus and a species within the 
same grouping or having overlapping elements). 

HI. THE 35 U.S.C. 103fa) REJECTION HAS BEEN OVERCOME 

Claims 12 and 14 were rejected as allegedly being obvious by Okinoshima et al., JP 10- 
251356- "Okinoshima." The applicants request reconsideration of this rejection for the following 
reasons. 

Whether Okinoshima teaches an overlaying or coating process, Okinoshima differs from 
the applicants' invention in that there is no evidence that they teach the application of an 
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abhesive coating onto their substrate, i.e. a coating that reduces adhesion to another surface. At 
best, it would appear that the Okinoshima process results in a layer which had no effect on 
adhesion as opposed to reducing adhesion. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the remarks and amendments herewith, the application is believed to be in 
condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration of the application and prompt issuance of a 
Notice of Allowance are earnestly solicited. The undersigned looks forward to hearing favorably 
from the Examiner at an early date, and, the Examiner is invited to telephonically contact the 
undersigned to advance prosecution. The Commission is authorized to charge any fee 
occasioned by this paper, or credit any overpayment of such fees, to Deposit Account No. 50- 
0320. 

Respectfully submitted, 

FROMMER LAWRENCE & HAUG LLP 

By: A/o-uSti4sc{ C. JLjui^ 

Marilyn M. Brogan Howard C. Lee 
Reg. No. 3 1 ,233 Reg. No. 48, 1 04 
Telephone: (212) 588-0800 
Facsimile: (212) 588-0500 
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